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SENIATOR DWORAK: Is that amendment in the Journal?
CLERK: No,sir, 1t 1s not.

SENATOR DWORAK: Would you read that amendment one more time
please,Pat?

CLERK: Read Dworak amendment.

SENATOR DWCRAK: Mr. Presldent, the reascn for tnis amendmer:
1s the way the wordlng reads right now, 1t is opern ended. it
=ays for any offense declared by rule or rerulation cof the
Tcrmission to be a significant offense necessary to be reported
to the proper administration of criminal Justice. Tnis would..
this is not very definitlve, 1t would almost ercompass anytnin:
and I think that wording should be struck.

SENATOR SAVAGE: Senator Murphy.

SENATOR MURPHY: The intent, of tne language was that the
eriminal Jjustice department could require thnat additional
repeat offenders under the more serious misdemeanors might..
the department could then require the filingz of records »f
that repeat. I have no great problem with this. I don't
think that there 1is a problem. But, 1f Senator Dworak fee.s
thzt 1t should be removed, so be it. I think very honestly
tne ¢riminal Justice agency should ve informed and nave
information exchanged between ther through thls criminal
records division of those repeat habitual heavy misdemeanor
offenders. 3ut, I would say that it is up to the body. 1If
you feel that 1s toooper ended and wish to strike it, I'm
not goling to belabor the fact. I would just as soon it
remained as atool for these people if they feel that they
need it.

SENATOR MILLS PRESIDING
SEIIATOR MILLS: Senator Dworak.
SE!JATOR DWORAK: Am I closing?

SENATUR MILLS: Senator Chambers, are you wishing to speak
or. this?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman and members of the Legislature,
first of all I want to tell you that this is a very bad bill

and Senator Dworak's amendment is an attempt to take away some
of the reprehensibleness of the bill. In addition t2 the bad
nature of the bill 1tself, I have to confess to all »f you

that I made a serious blunder when this ©ill was on Jenerszl
File. Relying on the credibility of Senator Murpny, I dic

not cbject to the bill moving on. But there are sore lobtyisti's
whoe for hire, who were working behind Senator Jurpny and Senator
Murphy had nothing to do with them. I belleve that Senator
Murphy's representations alout being willing to work on this
bill. But, they had decided already that no amendments, or
significant amendments would be adopted. So I have to acKknow-
iedge that I was suckered into thinking that there would te

a good faith attempt to do something with this bill. 4 meet-
iniz was held in the office of one of the bfg shot lobbyists
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